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This the sixth volume of these collected papers is the first of 
the series to he numbered, and appears with a slightly changed 
title, no reference now being made to St. Mary's Hospital. This 
no doubt is to he explained by a wish to give public recognition to 
the fact that a fair proportion of the work here represented is done 
outside of St. Mary’s Hospital, and by some who have no direct 
affiliation with it. Though this hospital is still the centre of the 
clinical work of the Mayo Clinic, there are several other hospitals 
or sanatoria in Rochester, in addition to the large clinic building— 
all of them cpiitc distinct from St. Mary’s Hospital, yet a part of 
the “Mayo Clinic.” 

A thought that lias impressed itself in reviewing this volume, as 
it has in reviewing its predecessors, is this: Why is not the official 
status of each of the contributors to the volumes defined somewhere? 
It is undeniable that a comparatively unknown name carries more 
weight if there is some indication of the amount of personal experi¬ 
ence which the writer possesses. For example: in the present volume 
.there is a paper on the use of the Roentgen rays in the diagnosis of 
pulmonary tuberculosis; it is stated that it is based on the combined 
radiographic and clinical findings in a series of 1000 cases of pul¬ 
monary tuberculosis, but the writer’s status in the Mayo Clinic 
is not indicated, and from the context cannot be inferred. Some of 
the other contributors refer glibly to the three, four, or ten or more 
thousand cases of a certain affection observed in “our clinic,” 
when it is quite evident that they refer not to cases personally 
studied, hut to the entire material of the Mayo Clinic since its 
origin. In the same sense just consider the hundreds of thousands 
of cases to which a newcomer could refer if writing as a represen¬ 
tative of the Hotel Dieu at Paris or the Allgcmeine Krankenhaus 
at Vienna. 

When one corncs to look hack over the work and progress of the 
Mayo Clinic, it seems that three more or less distinct periods cm be 
recognized, which arc an epitome of the development of the surgical 



mind. The earliest period may he considered one charaeterr/.cd 
by descriptions of teclinique. In few other clinics in the world 
have surgeons so thoroughly systematized the mechanical details 
of the operations in common use in abdominal surgery, particularly 
in the surgery of the stomach and duodenum. Ami no one who has 
given thought to the matter fails to recognize that the highest merit 
of any operation is that it shall he reduced to a type and become a 
mere mechanical procedure in which one step follows the other with 
clock-work regularity, without let or hindrance. When this has 
been accomplished and the mechanical details have become familiar 
to surgeon and onlookers alike, then the operation as an operation 
has lost its interest. 

The second period of development, and that which naturally 
succeeds the merely technical period, is the period during which the 
immediate mortality and the end-results of operations are of para¬ 
mount interest. This period lasted a long time in the Mayo Clinic; 
and though the questions arising from the immediate mortality 
have nearly all been answered, those relating to the ultimate results 
are not entirely settled. 

The final stage of development is that <luring which interest 
centres in pathology—the causes and natural course of disease; and 
it is this period on which the Mayo Clinic is now entering. The 
present volume, for instance, contains a great deal of matter relating 
to the pathogenesis of gastric carcinoma, and though it is rumored 
that some pathologists in other parts of the country do not think 
the conclusions readied by those they consider the “amateur” 
pathologists of the Mayo Clinic are warranted by the facts pre¬ 
sented, it is of value, nevertheless, to have aroused discussion, and 
to have made the professional pathologists see the necessity for 
giving reasons for the faith or lack of faith that is in them. 

One word more may be permitted the reviewer in dosing. He 
knows that comparisons are odious, yet a comparison between the 
two chief surgical clinics of the country in a measure imposes itself. 
There is another clinic in this country—that at the Lakeside 
Hospital, Cleveland, where the main interest in the clinic from the 
very beginning of its career lias centred in questions of pathology 
and pathological physiology. The technique of operation has never 
been neglected, for nowhere else in the world, we firmly believe, 
arc operative details so accurately and faultlessly accomplished; 
and the immediate and ultimate results of treatment are nowhere 
else so studiously observed nor so excellent; hut both technique 
and mortality statistics have always been subordinated to the 
overwhelming interest in the pathology of disease as it presents 
itself to the surgeon. The Mayo Clinic has achieved Roman 
citizenship at the price of fifteen years of hard toil; hut the Lake¬ 
side Clinic was free born. A. P. C. A. 



